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Is the article proper for the publishing realm of JEPE?

Are the spelling rules properly fulfilled?

Is the used language scientific?

Is there any doubt about plagiarism at any level?

Are the title and contents in a harmony?

Is the abstract sufficient?

Is the classification sufficient?

Is the article an original study?

Does the article make any contribution to the science?

Does the article make any contribution to the related field?

Has the hypothesis been stated clearly?

Has the theoretical frame of the subject been stated?

Is there a scientific methodology?

Are the data set and sources of data reliable?

Avre the evidences clear and sufficient about the hypothesis?

Are the results sufficient?

Is the literature search sufficient?

Is there SSCI citation about 30 per cent?

Is it sufficient for the level of JEPE Publishing?
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